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Period for Reply 
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Status 

1 )K Responsive to communication(s) filed on 15 May 2006 . 
2a)^ This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) (EI Claim(s) 7-23 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) Q Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Notice to Applicant 

1 . This communication is in response to the amendment filed 5/15/06. Claims 1-23 
remain pending. Claims 10, 13, and 17 have been amended. 

Drawings 

2. The objection to the drawings is hereby withdrawn due to the amendment filed 
5/15/06. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

3. The rejection of claims 10 and 17 under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, is 
hereby withdrawn due to the amendment filed 5/1 5/06. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-4, 6-7, and 9-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Allison (US 6,546,230 B1 ) in view of Eckmann (4,539,435). 

(A) Claims 1-4, 6-7, 9, 1 1 , and 12 have not been amended and are rejected for the 
same reasons given in the previous Office Action, and incorporated herein. 
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(B) Claim 10 has been amended to overcome the claim objection set forth in the 
previous Office Action. However, the change does not affect the scope and breadth of 
the claim as originally presented and/or in the manner in which the claim was 
interpreted by the Examiner when applying prior art within the previous Office Action. 
As such, this claim is rejected under the same rationale given in the prior Office Action, 
and incorporated herein. 

6. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Allison 
(US 6,546,230 B1 ) in view of Eckmann (4,539,435), and further in view of Gray 
(6,149,585). 

(A) Claim 5 has not been amended and is therefore rejected for the same reasons given 
in the previous Office Action, and incorporated herein. 

7. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Allison 
(US 6,546,230 B1 ) in view of Eckmann (4,539,435), as applied to claim 1 above, and 
further in view of Garcia (5,065,31 5). 

(A) Claim 8 has not been amended and is therefore rejected for the same reasons given 
in the previous Office Action, and incorporated herein. 

8. Claims 13-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Allison (US 6,546,230 B1) in view of Eckmann (4,539,435), and further in view of 
Ramshaw et al. (5,791,907). 
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(A) Referring to claim 13, Allison and Eckmann do not expressly disclose a tutorial 
presented in a computerized display, the tutorial presenting one or more teaching 
segments of medical information which contain an animation illustrating the medical 
information being taught. 

Ramshaw discloses a tutorial presented in a computerized display, the tutorial 
presenting one or more teaching segments of medical information which contain an 
animation illustrating the medical information being taught (col. 2, line 65 - col. 3, line 
18, col. 3, lines 50-65, and col. 10, lines 8-10 of Ramshaw). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the aforementioned features of Ramshaw within Allison and 
Eckmann. The motivation for doing so would have been to facilitate the learning 
process (col. 7, lines 31-33 of Ramshaw). 

(B) Referring to claims 14-17, Allison and Eckmann do not expressly disclose wherein a 
teaching segment further comprises a textual passage describing the medical 
information and an animation illustrating the medical information, wherein the animation 
comprises an animated graphic, wherein the animation comprises a moving picture, and 
wherein the textual passage and the animation are viewable on a computer screen 
without scrolling. 

Ramshaw discloses wherein a teaching segment further comprises a textual 
passage describing the medical information and an animation illustrating the medical 
information (Fig. 8A and col. 1 1 , lines 47-65 of Ramshaw), wherein the animation 
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comprises an animated graphic (col. 4, lines 2-12 and col. 10, lines 8-10 of Ramshaw), 
wherein the animation comprises a moving picture (col. 3, lines 6-18 of Ramshaw), and 
wherein the textual passage and the animation can be seen on a computer screen 
without scrolling (Fig. 8B of Ramshaw). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the aforementioned features of Ramshaw within Allison and 
Eckmann. The motivation for doing so would have been to provide video or visual 
windows on the display to facilitate the education and training (col. 4, lines 8-12 of 
Ramshaw). 

(C) Referring to claim 18, Allison discloses wherein a teaching segment further 
comprises a quiz of the medical information taught in the segment (col. 2, lines 1-13 of 
Allison). 

(D) Referring to claim 19, Allison discloses wherein the number of teaching segments is 
two or more (col. 2, lines 1-13 of Allison). 

(E) Referring to claim 20, Allison and Eckmann do not expressly disclose wherein the 
quiz further comprises a graphic with which a student interacts to demonstrate 
knowledge of the medical information, 

Ramshaw discloses wherein the quiz further comprises a graphic with which a 
student interacts to demonstrate knowledge of the medical information (col. 3, lines 6-18 
and col. 12, line 60 - col. 13, line 13 of Ramshaw). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the aforementioned features of Ramshaw within Allison and 
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Eckmann. The motivation for doing so would have been to for a user to be informed 
whether the input is correct (col. 3, lines 6-18 of Ramshaw). 

(F) Referring to claims 21 and 22, Allison discloses a diagnostic medical image (col. 2, 
lines 24-42 of Allison) and a clinical application of medical diagnostic imaging (col. 5, 
lines 47-52 and col. 2, lines 24-42 of Allison). 

(G) Referring to claim 23, Allison discloses wherein the medical information comprises 
operation of medical equipment (col. 2, lines 32-36 of Allison).. Insofar as the claim 
recites "at least one of," it is immaterial whether or not the other elements are also 
disclosed. 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments filed 5/15/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant's arguments will be addressed hereinbelow in the order in which 
they appear in the response filed 5/1 5/06. 

(1) Applicant argues at page 9 that the Eckmann case study bears no resemblance to a 
medical patient chart and in fact has no graphic components whatsoever. Applicant 
also states that the dependent claims have other elements not found in Allison or 
Eckmann, such as diagnostic reports of a virtual patient chart with diagnostic images 
from a plurality of imaging modalities. 

(2) Applicant argues at page 10 that there is no indication that the Gray system ever 
tells the user that a user selection is inappropriate or unnecessary for a particular 
diagnosis. Furthermore, Gray's system is not a medical training system, it is a 
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computerized diagnostic aid. Moreover, there is no use of a virtual patient chart in the 
Gray system. 

(3) Applicant argues at page 1 1 that there is no disclosure of any medical training 
system in Garcia, no suggestion of a virtual patient chart (only an actual one), and no 
suggestion of a virtual patient chart containing either a lab report or pathology specimen 
pictures. 

(4) Applicant argues at page 1 1 that Ramshaw et al. does not employ or suggest any 
presentation of a virtual patient chart. 

(A) As per the first argument, the Examiner respectfully submits that Allison teaches a 
computer-based interactive medical training system (col. 2, lines 1-13 of Allison). 
Eckmann teaches simulated patient management problems that include a brief patient 
history (i.e., a medical patient chart) (col. 5, lines 60-67 of Eckmann). 

In response to applicant's argument that the Eckmann case study bears no 
resemblance to a medical patient chart and in fact has no graphic components 
whatsoever, the test for obviousness is not whether the features of a secondary 
reference may be bodily incorporated into the structure of the primary reference; nor is it 
that the claimed invention must be expressly suggested in any one or all of the 
references. Rather, the test is what the combined teachings of the references would 
have suggested to those of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 
USPQ871 (CCPA1981). 



Application/Control Number: 09/963,251 . Page 8 

Art Unit: 3626 

In addition, the Examiner disagrees that diagnostic reports of a virtual patient 
chart with diagnostic images from a plurality of imaging modalities are not found in 
Allison or Eckmann. The Examiner respectfully submits that col. 6, lines 42-51 of 
Allison discloses that a user of the diagnostic system can view "graphical or textual 
representations of data, messages, reports and so forth." Col. 2, lines 28-32 of Allison 
teaches that the "diagnostic systems may include different imaging modalities...." As 
such, it is readily apparent that Allison teaches diagnostic reports with diagnostic 
images from a plurality of imaging modalities. 

(B) As per the second argument, the Examiner respectfully submits that Gray teaches 
that in some cases tasks are requested that are inappropriate (col. 1, lines 46-54 of 
Gray). Fig. 22 displays a "recommendation" and the opportunity to accept this 
recommendation. Gray also teaches that "the system can be programmed to select an 
appropriate diagnostic task for recommendation.... Fig. 5 shows a portion of a table of 
recommended imaging choices for some selected diagnoses (or selected possible 
diagnoses) relating to joint pain.... In this manner, costly procedures may be deferred 
and ultimately avoided"(col. 6, line 50 - col. 7, line 8 of Gray). As such, it is readily 
apparent that Gray teaches that some tasks are not necessary. 

In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
(i.e., there is no indication that the Gray system ever tells the user that a user selection 
is inappropriate or unnecessary for a particular diagnosis) are not recited in the rejected 
claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from 
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the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181 , 26 
USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

In addition, the Examiner respectfully submits that Allison and Eckmann were 
relied on for the features of a medical training system and a virtual patient chart. 

(C) As per the third argument, the Examiner respectfully submits that Garcia was relied 
on for comprising laboratory reports (col. 1 , lines 16-23 of Garcia). Allison and 
Eckmann were relied on for the features of a medical training system and a virtual 
patient chart. As such, the proper combination of these references teaches wherein the 
virtual patient chart comprises laboratory reports. 

(D) As per the fourth argument, the Examiner respectfully submits that in claim 13 
Ramshaw was relied on for the features of "a tutorial presented in a computerized 
display, the tutorial presenting one or more teaching segments of medical information 
which contain an animation illustrating the medical information being taught." There is 
no mention of a virtual patient chart in claim 13. 

Conclusion 

10, Applicants amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
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TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lena Najarian whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7072. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:30 am - 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Thomas can be reached on 571-272-6776. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. . 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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